REMARKS 

Claims 1-12, 14-34, and 36-40 are now pending in the application. Claims 12, 27 
and 31 have been amended. The basis for the foregoing amendments may be found 
throughout the written description, drawings and claims as originally filed. The 
Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejection(s) in view of 
the amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-4, 6-11, 19, 20-26, 36-40 are allowed. The Examiner states that claims 
27-30 would be allowable if a minor formality is corrected. Accordingly, Applicants have 
amended claim 27 to recite "comprising a partial cylindrical wall" according to the 
Examiner's instruction. Further, paragraph [0041] has been amended to include this 
language as suggested by the Examiner. Therefore, claims 27-30 should now be in 
condition for allowance. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 12 and 14-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 2,589,234 (Drohman) in view of U.S. Pat. No. 
2,564,601 (Huot). This rejection is respectfully traversed. At the outset Applicants note 
that claim 12 has been amended to more clearly define the hinge arms as passing 
through a plane defined by the respective hinge faces. More specifically, claim 12 has 
been amended to recite "wherein said hinge axis is defined outboard of said hinge faces 
such that said portions intersect a plane defined by said respective hinge faces in said 
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closed position". Applicants respectfully submit that Neither Drohman nor Huot teach or 
suggest such a feature. 

As best illustrated in FIG. 4 of Drohman, an axis of the hinge 13 lies coplanar to 
each of the hinge faces 12 and 12a in a closed position. In contrast, the axis of the 
hinge 16 of the instant invention lies outboard of the hinge faces 48 and 86 (FIGS. 2 
and 4). As a result, the hinge arms 120A, 120B and 120C of the instant invention 
intersect a plane defined by the hinge faces 48 and 86 (See FIGS. 2 and 4). 

Huot provides drill-holding members 15 mounted upon rods 14. The drill-holding 
members are permitted to swing about the rods 14. As shown, the rods 14 are 
enclosed entirely within the container, each perpendicular to, and entirely unassociated 
with the container hinge 12. As a result, no hinge arms are provided by Huot for 
intersecting the hinge faces of the container. 

In this way, Drohman alone or in combination with Huot fails to teach or suggest 
a hinge axis defined outboard of the hinge faces such that portions or the hinge arms 
intersect a plane defined by the respective hinge faces in a closed position. 
Accordingly, Applicants request that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the 
rejections to claims 12 and 14-18. 

Claims 31-34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Pat. No. 2,589,234 (Drohman) in view of U.S. Pat. No. 2,564,601 (Huot), and 
further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,431,373 (Blick). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. Applicants note that claim 31 has been amended to recite "wherein at least 
one of said pair of common bit size identifiers are visible while indexing the plurality of 
bit holders about said hinge". Applicants respectfully submit that neither Drohman nor 
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Huot teach or suggest such a feature. As the Examiner notes, Drohman does not 
disclose bit size identifiers on the front and rear sides of the bit holders. The Examiner 
further notes that Huot discloses bit size identifiers only on the front of the bit holders. 
The Examiner explains that there are not bit size identifiers on the rear of the bit holders 
in Huot because the rear side of the bit holders are not viewable. 

Applicants have addressed this drawback in the art of indexing bit holders where 
identifiers are only provided on one side. As can be appreciated, this may become 
inconvenient to a user while indexing the pages of the container to locate a particular 
bit. Applicants note that while Blick shows identifiers on a front and a side of a support 
member, Blick does not teach or anticipate how such a configuration would work as part 
of a container having indexing pages. Blick discloses a support strip for sockets and 
does not contemplate indexing the supports about a hinge. For example, if a hinge 
were provided on a bottom surface of the support 23 (at the location where the 
magnetic strip layer 53 is located), indexing of multiple supports 23 about such hinge 
would not be possible because of the inherent size of the sockets. In sum, neither of 
these references, alone or in combination, teach or suggest common bit size identifiers 
visible while indexing the plurality of bit holders about the hinge. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 31-34 are respectfully 
requested. 
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Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action and the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt and 
favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the Examiner 
believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

BDH/cr 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: July 17, 2006 




Brian D. Hollis 
Reg. No. 51,075 



Serial No. 10/781,052 



Page 19 of 19 



